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like Russia, because she felt that a strong Turkey would be an effective
deterrent against Austrian aggression in the west).1
Not content with their occupation of Georgia, the Turks also invaded
Persia much further to the south, where the aged I-Iasan Pasha, the well-
known Governor of Baghdad, following the route so often taken by pre-
vious invaders, captured Kirmanshah. Hasan Pasha halted at Kirmanshah
for the winter, intending to advance to Hamadan in the spring. Death,
however, claimed the old man early in 1724, but his plan was carried out
by his still more capable son Ahmad, who succeeded him as Pasha of
Baghdad and as commander of the Turkish troops on that front.
During the first few months of 1724 de Bonnac exerted all his diplomatic
skill to bring about a rapprochement between Turkey and Russia. Despite
most formidable obstacles, he managed to induce both sides to moderate
their attitudes to such an extent that, on the 24th June, 1724, the two
Powers signed a treaty which divided all northern and most of western
Persia between them. In the preamble to the treaty was a brief reference
to the cession to Russia of Persia's Caspian provinces under the terms
of the Russo-Persian treaty of the previous year (which, however, Tahmasp
had refused to ratify). In the treaty itself it was agreed that the frontier
between Russia and Turkey should run southward through Daghistan
and Shirvan, parallel to the coast and at a distance of 22 hours' ride from
it, to a point east of Shamakhi, whence it went on to the point where the
Kura and Araxes join one another. At the confluence of the two rivers
the Turco-Persian frontier began ; running due south to a point slightly
to the west of Ardabil, it continued almost in the same straight line to
Hamadan ; from there it turned south-west to Kirmanshah. Both
Russia and Turkey agreed to recognise Tahmasp as Shah and to assist
him to restore order in his realm, provided that he, for his part, accepted
the treaty.2
As von Hammer has rightly observed,3 the line of demarcation laid
down by this treaty, which cut across all the provinces and followed no
boundaries formed by rivers or mountains, was no more natural than the
treaty itself was legitimate.
1 Much, might be written regarding the intricate history of Russo-Turco-Persian relations during
this period, but nothing more than a summary can be given here. The principal authorities
are:—
(i de Bonnac's Memoirs Historiqtte sur I'Ambassade de France a Constantinople (Paris, 1894),
(z the State Papers at the Public Record Office (S.P. 97, Vol. XXV), (3) La Mamye-Clairac,
(4 von Hammer, (5) Soloviev, and (6) Saint Priest's Mimoires sur I'Ambassade de France
en Twquie et sw U Commerce des Francais dans le Levant (Paris, 1877).
The subject has been dealt with at some length in Dr. Mohammad Ali Hekmat's Essai sur
I'Histoire des Relations Politiques Irano-Ottomanes de 1722 a 1747 (Paris, 1937), which has
been published since the above was written.
* Butkov, Vol. I, p. 58; La Mamye-Clairac, Vol. II, p. 194.
' Von Hammer (Dochez's translation, Paris, 1844), Vol. Ill, pp. 400 and 401.

